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. McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
—< submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H. R. 5397] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5397) for the relief of Mrs. Dora Troost, having considered 
the same, reports favorably thereon without amendment and recom- 
mends that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The purpose of the bill is to preserve for Mrs. Dora Troost her 
United States citizenship, notwithstanding any period of residence in 
a foreign state, provided that she return to the United States for per- 
manent residence within 1 year following the active date of the act. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


The beneficiary of the bill is a native of Mexico who was naturalized 
in the United States on November 28, 1945. She has three children 
who are United States citizens, all of whom are residing in the United 
States. She has been in the Netherlands West Indies with her hus- 
band for over 3 years and is considered to have lost her United States 
citizenship by reason of such residence in a foreign country. 

Congressman Albert Thomas, the author of the bill, submitted to 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives, the 
following information in support of the bill: 


SEPTEMBER 10, 195! 
Hon. ALBERT THOMAS, 
House of Representatives. 


My Dear Mr. Tuomas: I have received your communication of August 27, 
1951, and enclosures concerning the case of Mrs. Dora Troost. 

The record in the case of Mrs. Troost shows that she was born in Mexico City 
on June 8, 1905, that she immigrated to the United States in 1940, and that she 
was naturalized as a citizen of the United States by the District Court of the 
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United States for the Southern District of Texas at Houston on November 28, 
1945. According to information in the Department’s file Mrs. Troost has resided 
in Curacao, Netherlands West Indies, with her alien husband, Albert Troost, to 
whom she was married on October 16, 1925, from August 13, 1946, to May 1947, 
from June 1947 to April 1948, and from May 1948 to May 23, 1951, when she 
last returned to the United States. 

In connection with Mrs. Troost’s case there is enclosed an excerpt from the 
Nationality Act of 1940 and your attention is invited to the provisions of section 
404 thereof. Your attention is also invited to section 104 of the same act which 
provides in effect that for the purposes of section 404 of the act the place of 
general abode of a naturalized American citizen shall be deemed his place of 
residence. According to the legislative history of section 104, the words “place of 
general abode’’ should be considered as having relation to the principal dwelling 
place of a person. Notwithstanding Mrs. Troost’s statements in her letter to the 
effect that she has been temporarily sojourning in Curacao in order to be with her 
husband it is clear from the record that her place of general abode since August 
13, 1946, as defined by the section of law just mentioned, has been in Curacao, 
broken only by two visits of approximately 1 month each in the years 1947 and 
1948. It has also been held in connection with section 104 of the Nationality 
Act of 1940 that temporary visits to the United States or to a third foreign 
country on the part of a naturalized American citizen are not considered as having 
broken the continuity of the individual’s residence in the foreign country con- 
cerned. 

On March 23, 1950, the American consulate general at Curacao, Netherlands 
West Indies, issued to Mrs. Troost a new passport which was limited until August 
12, 1951; that is, 5 years from the date that she originally proceeded to Curacao. 
At that time the consulate general did not give consideration to the possibility 
of Mrs. Troost’s having acquired Netherlands nationality through marriage 
prior to her naturalization in the United States, which fact now appears to be 
clear, by reason of which she became subject to the provisions of subsection (b) 
and not subsection (c) of section 404 of the Nationality Act of 1940, as assumed 
by the consul. Accordingly, when the application upon which the afore-mentioned 
passport was issued to Mrs. Troost was received in the Department and subse- 
quently examined it was then concluded that she had lost her American citizen- 
ship as of August 13, 1949, under subsection (b) of section 404 of the Nationality 
Act of 1940, since it does not appear that after that date she was in a position to 
bring her case within the exceptions to section 404 of the act as provided in sections 
105 and 406 of the same act. Thus, when Mrs. Troost arrived in the United 
States on May 31, 1951, she was not, in the opinion of the Department, an Ameri- 
can citizen notwithstanding the action of the consular officer in issuing to her an 
American passport and she is not now entitled to such facilities to enable her to 
return to the Netherlands to join her husband. 

While the case of Mrs. Troost has been given the most careful and sympathetic 
consideration, the afore-mentioned provisions of law are automatic in their opera- 
tion and are not susceptible of administrative alteration. 

I may add that Senator Connally has heretofore communicated with the Depart- 
ment concerning the case of Mrs. Troost and has been advised that while the 
Department of State is opposed in principle to the restoration of citizenship to 
individuals by means of private bills, it undoubtedly would be sympathetic to 
affording Mrs. Troost relief of this kind in view of her expressed intention to return 
to the United States for permanent residence with her husband upon his retirement 
in April 1952 and the facts that her children have become American citizens, the 
eldest being a veteran of World War II and another at the present time a member 
of the United States Navy. 

The enclosures received with your communication under acknowledgment are 
returned, 

Sincerely yours, 


R. B. Surp.ey, 
Chief, Passport Division. 
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Houston, TeEx., August 20, 1951. 
Re passport extension, Dora Troost, 2806 Plumb St., Houston, Tex. 


Hon. ALBERT THOMAs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Sir: I would respectfully ask for your consideration and assistance in the 
following matter: 

In May 1951, I made application to the Passport Division of the State Depart- 
ment for an extension of my passport, in order that I might go to Curagao in the 
autumn of 1951 to assist my husband in arranging his personal affairs and packing 
up some furniture preparatory to his retirement from his employment, it being 
his intention to return with me to Houston, Tex., to make his permanent home 
with me in such city. In reply to my request, I was informed that the authorities 
in the Passport Division had expressed an opinion that I had lost my citizenship, 
which has caused me no end of concern. 

I entered the Unired States with my three children on September 7, 1940, on 
& nonquota immigration visa, while my husband, who has been with the Royal 
Dutch Shell Oil Co. for 30 years, went to England to help in the war effort of 
the United Nations. In the shortest possible time allowed, that is in 1945, I 
became an American citizen, a status of which I have been justly proud and a 
privilege which I value most highly. 

Our three children also became American citizens. Our two boys went 4 years 
to TMI, at San Antonio, Tex. The eldest is a veteran of World War II; married 
an American girl and is at present studying law at Denver, Colo. The second 
boy broke off his studies in his senior year at Texas Tech, Lubbock, Tex., in 
January of this year to enlist in the United States Navy. His regiment recently 
voted him the outstanding recruit, and he is now chief petty officer. Our daughter 
is still a minor, but a sophomore at college, 

I departed from the United States on August 13, 1946, for a temporary sojourn 
in Curagao, Netherlands West Indies, to be with my husband, a subject of the 
Netherlands and a director of the Shell Co.’s refinery there. We have been 
married for 25 years. 

Except for temporary sojourns in Curagao in order to be with my husband, 
I devoted my time in the United States to my children, performing the duties of 
a mother in looking after their welfare, assisting them in their individual problems, 
and arranging their educational programs. 

When I applied to the American consulate general at Curagao in March 1950 
for a new passport, I was told that I could not be absent from the United States 
for more than 5 years from the date of my departure in 1946 and my new passport 
was therefore limited to August 12, 1951. 

In my discussion with the American consulate general, I reminded him of the 
fact that I had been in the United States for a considerable portion of the period 
from 1946 to 1950, caring for my children. He took the view, however, that any 
time spent by me in the United States had been merely a visit, which was directly 
opposite to my position, since I have considered that Houston is my home, to 
which my husband intends to come upon his retirement and become an American 
citizen. He is in possession of a reentry permit. 

However, at my request, a ruling was asked for from the State Department, 
and on April 17, 1951, I received a letter from the American consulate general 
as per copy attached, in which I was advised that a decision by the State Depart- 
ment as to a possible extension of my passport could not be made until I had 
actually filed an application for extension of my passport after my return to the 
United States. This was done shortly after my arrival in the United States, as 
mentioned above. 

I was back in the United States on May 23, 1951, well ahead of the expiration 
date of my passport. However, the Passport Division indicated that it was felt 
that having become an American upon renouncing Netherlands nationality, I 
was subject to the provisions of the nationality law which appears to limit to 
3 years continuous residence in a territory of the Nation of which I formerly 
was a national, my return to this country being considered to be merely visits. 

This opinion was a severe and unexpected blow to me and my entire family, 
since I was entirely unaware of any 3-year limit, having been previously informed 
on numerous occasions that the time limit was 5 years, and since I had continued 
to maintain my home in Houston, Tex. Had I known of the operation of the 
law regarding the 3-year period, I would have returned to the United States in 
plenty of time to retain my citizenship, 
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The reason I felt that my passport could be limited to 5 years rather than 3 
years was because of the following facts: 

(1) I am Mexican hy birth. According to Netherlands law, I automatically 
became a subject of the Netherlands on marrying my husband. We were married 
in Mexico City. However, I never took an oath of allegiance to Holland. 

(2) I never permanently resided either in the Netherlands or in Curagao. An 
assignment in the foreign service of Shell is always of a temporary nature. My 
husband has been stationed in Mexico, Argentina, Cuba, Ecuador, and Curagao. 

(3) My only contact with the Netherlands nationality was after my marriage 
and prior to 1940 when I traveled on a Netherlands passport. I was so traveling 
when I entered the United States as an immigrant in 1940, the American consulate 
at Mexico City having issued to me a nonquota visa in view of my Mexican birth. 

(4) My first American passport, issued by the State Department at Washing- 
ton, D. C., on June 11, 1946, was not limited to any particular period. It was 
renewed by the American consulate general at Curagao on June 5, 1948, and made 
valid until June 11, 1950. 

(5) My application for registration as an American citizen executed on October 
11, 1950, before the American consulate general at Curagao was duly approved 
and valid until October 10, 1952. 

(6) My application for a new passport executed before the American consulate 
general at Curagao on March 23, 1950 was approved and passport No. 9 issued 
on the same date was made valid until August 12, 1951. 

(7) There was never the slightest hint that anything might be wrong. I felt 
that I had the advice of competent authority and so had no reason to worry 
about loss of citizenship. 

I honestly feel that as a good wife, I have simply divided my time in the last 
4 years between my husband and my children, and the only reason for my tempo- 
rary sojourns in Curagao was because of my husband’s employment there. The 
following are some of the reasons that I feel evidence the fact of my permanent 
residence in Houston, Tex.: 

(1) Before T left Houston in 1946, I lived at my present address, and I still 
consider that my only permanent place of abode. I have presented affidavits 
to that effect to the State Department. 

2) From 1940 to the present time I have filed my income-tax returns (my 
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income is partly derived from United States war bonds and savings bonds) at 
Austin, Tex 

(3) I have kept my Texas driver’s license current. 

(4) Throughout these years I have insured myself and the children with the 
American Hospital & Life Insurance Co., Houston, Tex. 

(f) T have my furs in storage with Foley Bros., Houston, Tex. 

(6) T have a bank account with the Second National Bank of Houston. 

(7) My personal checks bear the printed address of 2806 Plumb Street, Houston. 
(8) I have an up-to-date courtesy card (to cash checks) with J. Weingarten, 
Ine., grocery stores, Houston. 

I must apologize for the length to which this letter has grown, but I felt it was 
important to put you in possession of all the facts. 

From these facts, I believe you will be able to agree that I consider the United 
States as my permanent home, and even if I unknowingly did wrong according to 
the strict and technical interpretation of the law, I strongly feel that the equity 
and justice of the case should be given due consideration. 

All of us are heartbroken over the possibility of my losing my citizenship, and 
both my sons urge me to appeal to you for help. Won’t vou please put in a word 
for me with the State Department. I know it will go a long way toward my 
being allowed to retain my American citizenship. I would be most grateful to 
you for anything you care to do in the matter. 

Awaiting any encouragement from you with the greatest of interest, I am, 

Respectfully yours, 


Mrs. Dora Troost. 


The committee, after consideration of all the facts in the case, is of 
the opinion that the bill (H. R. 5397) should be enacted. 





